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Hearings Will Bring Atom Policy Debate Into Open
1AM BEECHER our policy as one of maintain- between $10-billion and $40- %arge lead, this suggests allow-
B’s',,,m{:'“m m{v?zm Times ing nuclear superiotity over the|billion and Kkill tens of mil-|ing the Russians to draw closer
WASHINGTON, - Oct. 15 _lsoviet Union, are we, in|lions of Americans, Mr. Mc-{to a position of equality or
A fundamental debate over the|fact, embarked on a different|Namara says, sothere is Nofparity before mutual self-limit-
: u.| course?” he asked point in trying to deploy such|ation begins.
future shape of American B Co, . i a defense. General Wheeler placed th
headed| “Have top defense officials : : ( 1 eler. piace: e
clear strategy appears accepted the hypothesis_that The Joint Chiefs, in a posi-|Joint Chiefs in opposition to
for a full public airing in hear- oro = uperiority constitutes tion expressed to Congress|this notion of parity in his
ings before a Congressional| o provucatﬁ:n 0 the other side|L25t spring by their chairman,iCongressional testimony.
ioint committee. o oNid up its strength? Is|Gen- Eatle G- Wheeler, agreed! The Russian build-up, he
ol ich has been|nuclear arity now our goal?” that an expanded Nike X|said, may well be aimed at
The debate, which has nuclear parity goal?”} oo 14 ot provide an air-tight|achieving a strategio edge that
Fercolatmg lt)ie}l:en d c'g.amge n:; he i:i% n?‘}lc lfi%o‘:utggee:?sgglt‘s’if defense. / will permit them to deter a big
some time, 3 . - )
c?lfase basic interrelated jssues: such assumptions are entering Worth the Price :1(;7:- al:gﬂlee av.xsmag utg'?éreﬁuc}iaf
@should the United States|into the making of American| But if deterrence should failll) i %ocals by essi{ms“‘(ff"a
continue to. maintain 2 sub-fmilitary policy, they should beland nuclear war start, he said, smallegr nature 8T
stantial superiority in nuclear|ventilated and debated thor-|such a system promises to saVe)™ wat the time of [the Cuban
warheads over the Soviet Union,{oughly, and not quietly substi-l«30,” 40, or 50 million Ameri-l . 5™ Confrontation in the
or should it seek an arrange-ftuted for the assumptions onlcan lives” and that is worth) tall of 1962],” he said, “the
ment with the Russians thatiwhich we have been acting-’|the price. strategic nuclear balance was
would seftle on virtual equality}  “The questions involve what| On the question of offensivel -y %hat the Soviets did not
in numbers for the two super- would be a radical change 'in|weapons, Mr. McNamara saidfp e an exploitable capability
powers? . " |American policy. 1 believe itlin his San Francisco speechipecayse of our vastly superior
GShould the United States in-icould be the road to catas|that both the United StateSlnyclear strength.”
stall a large-scale defensetrophe and the Soviet Union had a|™'Tne foint Chiefs, he said
against Russian missiles, OF|  pepate Gains Momentum  |lot more nuclear weapons thanl o o+” 1o “continue " the Cuba
should it seek agreement with| . either needed to deter war and| ower — environment in  the
the Russians limiting both na-| ~The debate is gaining MO-|that™ puclear superiority 10|womd»
D o5 defenses ‘to the point|mentum and public attention|jonper provided  “diplomatic g
where they could thwart an at-|because of an Administration leverage.” i
Yack from a third power, suchjdecision to build a limited $5-1"" The inference of this and
as Communist China, but not billion Nike X missile defensel,thor parts of the speech was
from each other? to guard, not against & Soviet|at the world would be a lot
o ease Secretary Robert S.|ICBM threat, but against fhelperter off if both the nuclear
McMamara is eager to nego-{more modest, projected Chinese|piants not only stopped, but
\iate a bilateral agreement. for|missile force. .. lreversed, the arms race and
limiting, and then, perhaps re-| In announcing that decision|miteqd themselves to only
ducing, offensive and defensive/in San Francisco recently, Mr-lenough to deter the other
M e e b0 o | T AokInE
i Sures . ex-| The possibility of the United
Russians Unethusiastic pand it” into a heavily Soviet-|siates l:noving Ya its own o
To- date, the Russians haveloriented system. limit_ further its nuclear de-
been .unenthusiastic, but there| ~He interpolated into thelpiguments, in hopes that the
is reason to believe that theylcarefully phrased speech: Russians would act similarly
may be willing to start talks| ] know of nothing we could)yas " addressed last week by
on the subject later this year|do today that would wastelpay] C. Warnke, Assistant
after completing celebrationsimore of our resources or add[gecretary of Defense for In-
marking the 50th anniversary ofimore to our risks.” ternational Security Affairs.
the Bolshevik Revolution. The Defense Secretary be- A
Even if the Russians decline|lieves that American strategy Parity Permitted
to sign any formal agreement,|should be based on deter-| Speaking in Detroit, he said:
Mr. McMamara may suggestirence. 1If the United States| “We will continue to hope
“parallel actions” by the twoihas enough missiles to survive|that by parallel actions, or by
countries to limit future arms|g surprise attack and retaliate)formal agreement, the two
deployments, the parallelism tolby ‘killing tens of millions of|countries can.~ undertake to
be monitored regularly is by|the enemy, then the enemy limit - their strategic offensive
each_country’s reconnaissancelwill be deterred from striking|and defensive forces.”
satellites. . in the first place. Because the Soviet Union
The Joint Chiefs of Staff,| The. Russians .can. buildlcan hardly be expected to
while they would not opposelenough warheads to pénethie|freeze its strategic force while
exploratory talks, would pre-ja hig Nike- X system’ costingjthe United States enjoyed a
fer, in the absence of a mean-|——— it vy ales ey o
ingful settlement, to maintain a:
strong edge over the Russians
in intercontinental - ballistic
missiles and antimissile missiles.
A thoroughgoing exploration
of these differing strategic
views is_promised in hearings)
later this month or early next

month of 'th?e"% tomic Military -
jcatiohs Subcommitiee of
Wa@ ic
genator Henry M. Jackson
subcommittee chairman, said it
a receiit fnterview that he wa
troubled about the im] lication
of the shifting balance o
power as the Russians close
the gap in ICBM’s and generall:
sped up their efforts to deplo;
strategic weapons while Ameri
can officials talked increasingl;
of limiting strategic deploy
ments.
U.S. Peneration Seen

Senator . Jackson, .Democra
of Washington, said that Ad
ministration weapons - expert!
'had assured him that Americat
ICBM’s would easily be able
to penetrate the Soviet missile
defense.

“If that’s so,” he asked “why
are the Soviets putting so much
of their limited resources into
!|a missile defense?”

He said that he intended to
call “a top Cabinet official,”
presumably - Mr. McNamara,
members of the Joint Chiefs,
scholars on the Soviet Union
and Communist China, and top
weapons experts. :

The hearings, he said, will
start in public session and then
become private for a fuller dis-
cussion of heavily, classifled
matters. ’

In a speech at Stanford Uni-
lversity last week, Senator
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